S

Ao

i




May 11 05 11:47a Building Dept 357-7862 p.2

508 Heber Avenue

Calexico, CA 92231
Tel: 760.768.2118
Fax: 760.357.8048

wwwcalexico.ca.gov

| Planning Department

planning@calexico.ca.gov

May 10, 2005

To: LAFCo, attn: Jurg Heuberger, 509 South 8® Street, El Centro, CA
City of Calexico, attn: Marlene Best, City Manager , 608 Heber
Avenue, Calexico.

City of Calexico, attn Tony Wong, City Engineer, 608 Heber
Avenue, Calexico.

California Department of Transportation, atm Mario Orso,
Caltrans District 11, Mail Station #50, 2829 Juan Street, San Diego
Imperial County Public Works, attn: Tim Jones, Director of
Public Works, 155 South 11" Street, Ei Centro.

California Department of Fish and Game, Eastern Sierra/Inland
Deserts Region, 78078 Country Club Dr., Ste. 109, Bermuda Dunes,
Air Pollution Control District, atn: Brad Poiriez, Senior Manager,
150 South Ninth Street, El Centro.

Subject: UA2003-17, Venezia Development Project.
Notice of Mitigated Negative Declasation & Public Hearing

Dear Agency Member,

Thank you for providing the City of Calexico with comments on the above referenced
project. City staff has reviewed agency comments and has provided a “response to
comments”, attached hereto. ‘The City of Calexico Planning Commission will consider
approval of Final Mitigated Negative Declaration at a scheduled public hearing on May 23,
2005. The Mitigated Negative Declaration document and project application are available
for public review at the office of Planning Departrent, 608 Heber Avenue, Calexico, Ca.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact
the undersigneg.
Sinc
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Ricardo Hinojosa
Planning Director
(760) 768-2118

Attach: Response to comments dated April 21, 2005
Response to comments dated March 16, 2005

Cc: Project file




DEVELOPMENT DESIGN & ENGINEERING, INC.

PLANNING « CIVIL ENGINEERING « LAND SURVEYING » PROJECT MANAGEMENT

April 22, 2005

To: City of Calexico
Attn: Ricardo Hinojosa, Planning Director
608 Heber Ave
Calexico, CA 92231

Subject: Response to Comments (2™ response)
Venezia Tentative Tract Map, Case No. UA2003-73

Dear Ricardo,

Since the March 16® letter Response to Comments new comments have been generated.
These comments for the Venezia Tentative Tract Map (TTM) have been reviewed and are
consolidated with responses below (%). Comments wete submitted from the following

agencies:

1. City of Calexico Engineering Departmemnt
2. California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG)
3. Department of Transportation, District 11 (CALTRANS)

In addition, the consultant ttafﬁ;: engineer; Linscott, Law, and Greenspan, has provided
responses to the Imperial County Public Works Department comments from a March 1,

2005 letter.

I. City of Calexico Engineering Departm.ent

The following are responses in a letter that was received from the Impeﬁﬁl County Public
Works Department dated March 30, 2005. Note, the first comment is from the otiginal

comment dated 1/21/05.
A. Street Circulation Element Issues and Impact

1. 1/21/05: Highway 98 connection should be made at vicinity of Jade Ave. of
the Tierrasanta Subdivision. The future road connection from this proposal
should be compatible with the already approved Jade Ave. connection by
Caltrans. The proposed east-west street identified in the map as Calle Vernier
will need to provide 84' R/W width. This street alignment is at issue that there
has not been any progress made with the owner of Tierrasanta Subdivision and
Caltrans. The Owner/Developer shall be required to contact, mitigate, and
secure an apptoved alignment and connection with Hwy 98 from Caltrans and
the owner of the Tierrasanta Subdivision development.

1122 State Street, Suite D, EI Centro # Califomia 92243 » Tel: (760) 353-8110 e Fax: (760) 352-6408 » e-mail address: ddeinc@usa.net



Venezia Tentative Tract Map
April 22, 2005 Response to Comments

3/30/05: This item has not been satisfactorily mitigated. A concurtence and
approval letter from the affected property owner and Caltrans on the
intersection relocation will be required priox to the final MND certification for
the CEQA clearance. The proposed east-west siteet identified in the map as
Calle Vernier will need to provide 84' R/W width and thru the Commercial

Development to this intersection at Hwy 98.

» Response: Althoughan intersection will be required to satisfy the
city’s circulation requirements, the adjacent property Owier, and
Caltrans, the location is stifl under review and the project shall be
conditioned accordingly. The proposed commercial intersection
along Highway 98 will not occur unless an agreement bas been
achieved by these 3 agencies. See attached letters. Currently, the
revised map will only propose 2 “right-in/right-out” within the
central northern boundary of the proposed commetcial site along
Highway 98 and the developer agrees that any access along Highway
98 shall be approved by Caltrans and the City of Calexico.

2. 1/21/05: Bowker Road needs to be extended to include the bridge widen at
Highway 98 to include the All American Canal. The bridge and highway
combine alignment is approximately 350 feet in length by 100 feet in width on
Bowker Road. Additionally, Hwy 98 widening to four lanes may be required on
both side. Fair share cost will be determined as part of the Eastside Calexico
Facilities I Study undertaken by the CM Ranch development.

3/30/05: Traffic Analysis has determained that Bowker Road notth of LaVigne
Road will be six-lanes; therefore, 2 126; R/W dedication is tequired. Base on
the traffic analysis and the review cornments and recommendation of Imperial
County Public Works and the development’s access point, Bowker Road is the
only existing ingress and egress access point: therefore, the connection near
Jade Ave. and Hwy 98 is an important mitigation measure that must be secute
priot to the approval of CEQA clearance. Additionally, the mitigation measurer
the Bowker Road and Hwy 98 inters ection improvement will need to be
constructed prior to the issuance of occupancy permit. Bowker Road and Hwy
98 intersection will have to be designed and improved as part of the mitigation
measures and conditions of approval of the tentative map.

(Emphasize: Bowker Road R/W and traffic flow distribution at South of Hwy
08 is still being re-evaluated regarding to the 100°R/W vs. the 126’R/W).

» Response: If required, the developer will redesign the map to
accommodate this ROW, however, at the time of this writing staff
was not able to confirm this requirement (see final note above in
parentheses). The MMP has identified the appropriate timing of the

intersection improvements.
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Venezia Tentative Tract Map
April 22, 2005 Response to Comments

3. 1/21/05: Layout of street pattern should be in compliance with the City's
General Plan Circulation Element (i.e. Jade Ave. connection as identified in

Item 1 above).

3/30/05: See I-1 above (refers to original comment found in item 1 of this
letter)

«» Response: See item 1 response above.

4. 1/21/05: Identify other collector streets with the adjacent development layouts
such as the City's master plan concept that is curtently under development.
Calle De Camaro south bound will have to be connected thru to Second Street

at the South.

3/30/05: The MND responses identified the wrong location. See returned
tentative map mark up.

» Response: The revised TTM submitted to the City of Calexico on
4/14/05 denotes the change.

5. 1/21/05: Provide street connection of 75 feet R/W north-south street
connection at approximately 1,000 feet west of the eastside tract boundary. The

City is currently making the design coordination between these two
developments to comply with the City's Street Circulation Element.

3/30/05: The Public Works /Engineering Department will need 2 revised
Tentative Map with the changes identified herein. .

= Response: The TTM with this minor amendment was submitted to
the City of Calexico on 4/14/05 ‘

B. Sewer Element Issues and Impact

1. 1/21/05: Prepate a sewer mastex plan that is in accordance with the City's master
sewer plan and to ascertain that me trunk gravity line will be able to accompany the
flow, or to upgrade the Tierrasanta Unit 1 pump station and its gravity line and the
yet to be built force main (FM) to receive the flows from this development. Submit a
sewer feasibility study as part of the Tentative Map submittal. All costs shall be

responsible by this development.

3/30/05: The Preliminary Master Sewet Study dated March, 2005 is not adequate.
The deficient points are outlined as follows:

1. It has not considered the available capacity of the existing 21” diameter
gravity flow pipe at Hwy 98 and Meadows Road.

Development Design & Engineering Inc. 3ofo6
Apnl 2005



Venezia Tentative Tract Map
April 22, 2005 Response to Cominents

2. Provide a demand analysis of the Sewet Services Ateas “G” and “I” because
this development is within the Sewer Service Atea “H” in the City’s Sewer
Master Plan.

3. The Submersible pumps are not acceptable City Standard. The master plan
layout need to continue the existing pump location and replace with the
higher capacity pumps that conforms to the City standard (Use Gorman
Rupp Self Primin Lift Impeller type pumps).

4. Provide a cost estimate for upgrade of the pump station and all off-site lines
for both the gravity and force main line.

City’s Analysis:

«An BEvaluation Report of Wastewater and Treatment Plant Expansion and
Sewer Line Upgrade” (Repozt) by Tetra Tech, Inc. showed the Hydraulic
Capacity at Meadows and Hwy 98 is 2,8000 gpm for the 217 diameter line. A
rmorte liberal flow capacity can be extended to 3,400 gpm. This sewer line is
currently serving Sewer Service Area G and “I” that consisted of 498 acres
and 1,510 acres respectively. Usingits general criteria of 2.2 gpm/acres, this
projects to a demand flow of 4,420 gpm in which we still bave deficient
capacity of 1,020 gpm. Currently some of the Bravo Victoria, Eastside
Village, and Las Brisas homes are still under construction, but when these
homes ate completed at its build out, there is not capacity to accommodate
this proposed tract development. This development is patt of the Sewer
Service Area “H” as identified in the City’s Sewer Service Area Master Plan.
The final plan will ultimately bave to be revetted to drain to the City’s
Regional Sewer Pump Station at Bowker and LaVigne as it is currently
planned.

Additionally, the “Report’ » identified that there is no excess plant capacity to -
support future development without obligating a twenty million dollar
($17,900,000 construction plus design engineeting, administration, and
construction engineeting) CIP funding for upgrade of the existing sewer
plant.

The Regional Pump Station and the force main will be part of the fair share
cost element in the City’s Sewer Master Plan.

Provide a complete feasibility study together with cost estimate for the
upgrade of the force main line, the 127 diameter gravity line, the pump
station and wet well plus the modification of the switch back to drain to the

Regional Pump Station requirement.

= Response: The TTM has been revised to show a connection to the
proposed sewer pump station on La Vinge Road consistent with the
proposed infrastructure mastex plan. The TTM was submitted to the

City of Calexico on 4/14 /05.

C. Water Element Issues and Impact

1. 1/21/05: The City is cutrently proceeding on the constraction phase of its Phase 111
water master plan at the eastside. The 30-inch diameter line running north at Bowker

Development Design & Engineering Inc. 4of6
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Venezia Tentative Tract Map
April 22, 2005 Response to Comments

Road will benefit this development; however, a second water line loop will be
required at the eastside street tract boundary.

2. 1/21/05: Prepate a water master plan that integrates with the City's Phase III and the

CM Ranch water mastet plan.

3. 1/21/05:Provide a second connection of proper size at the eastside to form a loop
connection for the water master plan as stated in Item 1 above.

3/30/05: Funding obligation for the Phase I water master plan is also needed.
The copstruction cost is estimated at $7,500,000 plus 15% administration and

construction engineenng.

= Response: The applicant shall agree to participate in the construction of
this facility pursuant to the proposed infrastructure Master Plan and on a

fair shate basis.

D. Community Facility District

1. 1/21/05: A cost patticipation for the regional infrastructure program (i.e. the East
Calexico Facilities Area II Improvement) will be needed. This program is being
addtessed by the City’s consultant on the CM Ranch development that will included
but not limited to: off-site streets, brdges at La Vigne Read and Bowker Road at the
All American Canal, sewer distribution ine and lift station, water, regional retention

basins, and storm drain systemns, etc.

2. 1/21/05: A maintenance and operation of the Regional Retention Basin for drainage
will need to be addressed.

3/30/05: Developer’s commitment m the formation of CFD is needed.

= Response: As stated on 3 /16/05 response, the project will participate in a
“fair share” regional infrastructure program. The maintenance and
operation plan for the tegional retention basin needs to be provided for
further review and discussions.
II. California Department of Fish & Game (CDEG)

The following ate responses to 2 letter from the CDFG dated March 23, 2005.

A. Any burtows that cannot be mitigated should be mitigated at a 2:1 ratio with
artificial burrows located in an adjacent protected area that provides a minimum of

6.5 actes pet pair ot solitary owl.

= Response: The developer agtees to this requitement.

Development Design & Engineering Inc. 50f6
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Venezia Tentative Tract Map
April 22, 2005 Response to Comments

II1.Dept. of Transportation, Districi 11 (Caltrans)

The comments by Caltrans dated March 24, 2005 and the responses by Linscott, Law, and
Greenspan Traffic Engineer Consultants in an April 15, 2005 memo are attached.

Please contact me at (760) 353-81 10 if you have any questions.

Thank you,
L
Daniel Arvizo
Associate Planner
Attachments: 1) Copy of March 16, 2005 response to comments letter _
2) Corments from the City of Calexico Engineering Department,
March 30, 2005
3) Copy of letter from California Fish & Game dated March 23,
2005
4) Copy of letter from Caltrans dated March 24, 2005
. 5) Memo responding to Caltrans letter and Imperial County Public
Works
C: LAFCo, attn: Jurg Heuberget, 509 South 8® Street, El Centro, CA
92243

City of Calexico, attn: Marlene Best, City Manager and, 608 Heber

Avenue, Calexico, CA 92231

City of Calexico, attn Tony Wong, City Engineet, 608 Heber

Avenue, Calexico, CA 92231

Califomia Department of Transpottation, atta Maro Orso,

Calteans District 11, Mail Station #50, 2829 Juan Street, San Diego,

CA 92110

Imperial County Public Wortks, attn: Tim Jones, Director of

Public Works, 155 South 1 1* Street, Bl Centro, CA 92243

California Department of Fish and Game, Eastern Sierra/Inland
" Deserts Region, 78078 Country Club Drl, Ste. 109, Bermuda Dunes,

CA 92201

Gofé

Development Design & Engineering Inc.
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February 14, 2005

Mr. Ricardo Hinojosa, Planning Director
City of Calexico

608 Heber Ave.

Calexico CA. 92231

SUBJECT:  Notice of Mitigated Negative Declaration Case No. UA2003-73

Dear Mr. Hinojosa:

This is in response to the above notice that was received by the Imperial County APCD on February
4, 2005, in which the review period for the Venesa Planned Community (according to the cover
page) expires on March 8, 2005. Other documentation in the package states this project title as the
Venezia Project. According to the cover page, the Venesz Planned Comrmunity is proposed to be
a mixed-use development of 1,598 dwelling anits with 13.21 acres for commercial use. The project

consists of 79 acres on the east side of the City of Calexico.

This package, as received from the City of Calexico Planning Department, is somewhat confusing
due to several factors. First of all, the project name is not the same on all documents. The cover
page has Venesa Planned Community and ail inform ation provided in the first paragraph of this
letter; and then other documents in the package (such as the Environmental Checklist Form) refer
to the project title as Venezia Tentative Tract Map. There is differences in amount of acreage of (79
on cover page to 76 as mentioned on Venezia Project Profile and in LandMark’s Geotechnical

Evaluation, and GS Lyon Consultants Environmental Site Assessment).

Secondly, according to cover page the assessment should be done on 1,598 dwelling units and land
for commercial use but according to the Project Profile it is only 242 homes, and further identified
in the Environmental Checklist form on page 2 as 24-8 homes, and the January 10, 2005 traffic
study refers to it as 250 homes, and the January 26, 2004 letter from Investigative Science and
Engineering, Inc. regarding the acoustical site assessment refers to this project as the Salas
residential subdivision that consists of a total of 287 dwelling units and 14 acres for commercial

development.

According to the Environmental Checklist Form on page 2, number 9. describes surrounding land

uses and mentions the CM Ranch planned subdivision which is a 660 acre mixed use project with

Page l of 2
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over 1,900 homes, three school sites, 40 acres of commercial use and 24 acres of multi-family
residential. The ICAPCD agrees with Mr. C.Hui Lai, City Traffic Engineer’s Jan. 22, 2005 comment
letter as it refers to this development under his comment #5. This project must be evaluated in the

traffic study as another potential impact and/or cumulative impact.

The City of Calexico has already been designated by the California Air Resources Board as a
“Moderate” non-attainment area for CO emissions and Imperial County as a whole has recently been
federally designated by EPA as a “Serious” non-attainment area for PM10. Any large projects have
the potential for significantimpacts to the air quality of Imperial County if not assessed properly and

the appropriate mitigation measures instituted.

The Imperial County Air Pollution Control District has prepared a CEQA Air Quality Handbook to
provide. guidance to regulatory agencies, developers, consultants, efc. when reviewing proposed
projects that may have an air quality impact. For large projects, such as this, that would require the
preparation of an EIR, a comprehensive air quality analysis is required as part of the EIR document.
The CEQA Air Quality Handbook, Section 6, provides a list with the minimum information
required by the air district when developing an environmental impact report. Also, please note that
on page 11, Section 5 of the Handbook also specifies use of the CARB approved URBEMIS model
which incorporates EMFAC emission factors and ITE trip rates. This can easily been downloaded
from CARB’s website and the associated project factors input for calculations. A copy ofthe CEQA

Air Quality Handbook is enclosed for your use and consideration.

In summary, the ICAPCD believes an EIR that includes a comprehensive air quality analysis be
completed for this project and that all mitigation measures as ouflined in Section 7 of the CEQA Air

Quality Handbook be implemented.

For further information please call me at 482-4606.

Sincerely,

Brad Poiriez
Senior Manager

ce: Jurg Heuberger, LAFCO Executive Officer
Tom Dubose, Development Design and Engineering

enclosure
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CEQA

AIR QUALITY HANDBOOK

Guidelines for the Implementation of the

California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended

.- prepared by .

. _I_gggggi_gl_ go_unty Air Pollution Confrol District
50 Sonth Nifith Street ~ "7 77 7

El Centro, California

February 2005




TRANSMITTAL RECORD

® Planning Commission (each member)

® Imperial County Planning/Building Department

® City of Brawley

L City of Calexico

® City of El Centro

° City of Holtville

* City of hmperial

] City of Westmorland

. City of Calipatria

. The Coalition of Labor, Agricnlture & Business (COLAB)




1. Purpose

According to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) puidelines, each public agency is
responsible forits own compliance with CEQA. To accomplish this, each public agency is to adopt
objectives, criteria and specific procedures consistent with CEQA guidelines. The puidelines are

specific as to the procedures that should be implemented by public agencies.

The intent of this document is to develop CEQA protocol for the Imperial County Air Pollution
Control District JCAPCD)'. This protocol has been created to assist lead agencies, planning
consultants, air district staff, and project propornents in assessing the potential air quality impacts
from residential and commercial developments. The protocol is designed to give the Imperial
County specific gnidelines that identify when an air quality analysisis necessary, thetype of analysis
fhat should be performed, the significance of the impacts predicted by the analysis, and the
mitigation measures needed to reduce the overall air quality impacts. It is the intenton of this
document to make the preparation of the air quality analysis portion of any environmental document
consistent with therules and regulations governing this district and those found within the gnidelines

of the CEQA.
The provisions contained herein are not intended to replace the terms of CEQA or it’s Guidelines.
In the eveiit that any of the following procedures conflict: with the provisions of CEQA or the
Guidelines, the provisions of CEQA.or it’s Guidelines shall control.

2. Introduction

Clean air is vital to the health and welfare of every citizen of this comiry. The residents of Imperial
To answer the call of maintaining clean air, the
over the control. of air pollution from all

County have an inherent right to clean air.

Jegislature has- given local -air districts regional authority.
5o, the Air District has regulatory control

e —ﬂw—-somees-c'ithcpthan.emissions;fmmmotonxehiclﬁs_,_lﬁghﬂv

over many stationary sources of air contaminants. These sta
sources, such as factories, geothermal plants and rock uarries, and area SOUICes, such as paved and

mmpaved roads, open areas, construction projects, which have emissions that fit a geperalized
category and are considerably f00 cmall to warrant permitting. Generally speaking, direct sources
of air contaminants are required to obtain specific operational permits from the Air District while
direct sources are facilities as well as land nses which do not emit a

indirect sources are exempt. Iny
significant amount of pollution on their own but attract or geperate motor vehicle trips which result

' "Throughout this document the term Air District refers to the Imperial County Air
Pollution Control District. ‘

Imperial County APCD CEQA Air Quality Handbook Page 3



in emissions of ozone precursors, carbon monoxide and fine particulate matter.

For Imperial County, the department of Planming/Building, developed its CEQA “Rules and
Repuilations.” Typically, the Planning/Building department acts as the lead agency for.all residential
and commercial development projects. Thelead agency reviews all project applications subject to
CEQA and makes the determination whether a project 18 categorically exempt or statutorily exemmpt
from CEQA requirements. If the project is not exempt, the lead agency prepares an Initial Study to
determine whether an Environmental Impact Report (EIR), a Mitigated Negative Declaration or a
Negative Declaration must be prepared. According to CEQA statutes, sections 21153 and 15366.1,

from each responsible agency and any public agency that

a lead agency isTequired to seek comments
has jurisdiction by law over resources that may he affected by a proposed project 2 The Initial Study

is presented to the Environmental Evaluation Committee (EEC) for review. The EEC will
determine, by vote, whether an EIR, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or Negative Declaration, is
required for the project and will canse the appropriate document to be prepared.

This bandbook is designed to give lead agencies, EEC members, air district staff, and petitioners
specific gnidelines that identify when an air quality analysis is necessary, the type of anidlysis that
‘should be performed, the significance of the impacts predicted by the analysis, and the mitigation
measures needed to reduce the overall air quality impacts. As stated earlier, it is the intention of this
document to make the preparation of the air quality analysis portion of any environmental document
consistent with the rules and regnlations governing this district and those found withun the gnidelines
of CEQA. The air district’s handbook is solely an air quality gnidance document. To address the
overall general CEQA process, the lead agencies, EEC members, air district staff, and petitioners
should follow the Planning/ Building Department’s guidance manual eptitle “Rules and Regulations
to fmplement California Environmental Qanlity Act (CEQA) as Amended.”

3 Role of the Air District within the CEQA Process
Typicalty, the Air District acts as a responsible agency or commenting agency under CEQA. for
Cee e --residential-and-commercialprojectsm__I.'he_A.iI_Digt;_ic_t acts as a responsible agency when it has
discretionary approval anthority (as a member of the EEC) over a project, but does not bave the
primary responsibility for carrymg out a project. The Air District acts as the responsible agency
‘when development projects require genetal approval and an Air District Permit. As a responsible
e e agency,-the-Air-District may coordinate the_environmental review process with the Air District’s

permitting process. During
the lead agency regarding po
Ajr District acts as a commenting ag
Under the auspice of this title the Air District

a proposed project. Asa commenting agency,

tential impacts and recommend mitigation measures. Conversely, the
ency when it is not designated as alead or responsible agency.
may have concerns about the air quality impacts of

the Ajr District reviews environmental documents

Yealth and Safety code section 40000 grants local and regional authorities the legal
jurisdiction over control of air pollution from all sources, other than emissions from motor

vehicles, The Imperial County Air Pollution Control District has the primary responsibility for

the control of air pollution from all sources other than emissions from motor vehicles.

Tmperial County APCD CEQA Air Quality Handbook ' Page 4
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“identify mitigation measuwres.

-.Fordetermining-the- -signiﬁcance.ofpmj.ectjmp
< full disclosure of the potential air poliutants and/or toxic air

prepared for development proposals and provides significant comments to the lead agency as they

pertain to air guality impacts and mitigation MEasUres.
ern of the Air District-is gnidance. The guidance the Air District

providesis primarily to mitigate adverse impacts fo air quality from development projects within the

Tmperial County. For most urban development proposals, this typically involves projects where the
vehicle trip generation is enough to potentially cause high emission levels which may hinder the Air
District’s efforts in attaining and maintaining the Federal and State ambient air quality standards.

In all cases, the primary conc

4 Thresholds of Significance

Generally speaking, a proponent of a development project has to submit an application to the
designated lead agency fora preliminary review. According to CEQA guidelines, ifthe'lead agency
can clearly determine, during the preliminary Teview process, that an EIR is required the agency

i . it: 2] review and begin work directly on the EIR

may, under it’s discretionary powers, skip further m1
Towever, under most circmstances, upon completion of the preliminary review the

3

Process .
fevelopment of an Initial Study is conducted. The preparation of the Initial Study serves 2s an
e Declaration or a Negative Declaration®.

indicator for theneed to develop an EIR, Mitigated Negatl
If an EIR is required then the Initial Study serves to identify any significant effects upon the
environment that are to be anatyzed. This section. describes the Air District’s recommended

thresholds of significance to be used to evaluate the air quality impact of a project when preparing
an Tnitial Stody. If the Initial Study indicates that any of the following thresholds may be exceeded,
then an EIR should be prepared m order to more accurately evaluate the project impacts and to

¢ significance of this air guality guidance handbook do not apply
the CEQA. Guideline, Sections 15260-15285

“The procedures and thresholds o
to projects which .are specifically exempt within
(Statutory Fxemptions) and 15300-15332 (Categorical Exemptions).

acts;,j:he__Ai;_D_i_Smct has estabiished four separate

evaluation categoties. CEQA TeqUIT

emissibns from a project to properly assess these evaluations:

emissions to Air District:emission thresholds;

L zi—)—-------Gomparisonpf_calculated project f-2m3ss)
b) Consistency with.the most recent Clean Air Plan for Imperial County; -
¢)  Comparison of predicted ambient pollutant concenirations resulting from the project

Spound in Article 5 section 15060 (d) of the CEQA guidelines.

er purpose for the Initial Study is to enable an
modifying a project throngh mitigation
d. CEQA guidelines section 15063(c)(2).

1 ccording to the CBQA guidelines anoth
applicant fo qualify for a Negative Declaration by
measures of adverse Impacts before an EIR 1s prepare:

$Clean Air Plan or Clean Air Plans indicates ¢he most recent PM10 and Ozone attainment

Plans for Imperial County-

Imperial County APCD CEQA Air Quality Handbook Page 5



Any residential or commercial development project

" required to develop an EIR.

to state and federal health standards, when applicable; and
d) The evaluation of special conditions which apply 1o certain projects.

471  Thresholds of Significance-for Project Operations -

nded threshold criteria for determining whether an EIR or a
uld be prepared for a development project. From the Air
y of a development project should only consider long-term
emissions or project operation emissions when determiming the level of significance. Short-term
emissions or construction emissions need not be considered to determine the level of significance
of a project; however, the Initial Study should propose mitigation measures for those activities.
Guidelines for analysis and mitigation measures for constraction activities are presented n Section

7.1

This section includes the recomme
Mitigated Negative Declaration sho
District’s perspective, the Initial Stud

vides genmeral guidelines for determiming the significance of impacts and the

Table 1 pro
type of environmental analysis based on the total emissions that are expected from

recommended
a project operation .

Table 1, Thresholds of Significance for Project Operations

Pollatant Tier I Tier I
'| NOx and ROG Less than 55 lbs/day 55 Ibs/day and greater
PM16 and SOx Less than 150 Ibs/day 150 Ibs and greater
co Less than 550 bs/day 550 1bs/day and greater
Level of Significance Potentially Significant Sigunificant Impact
Erviropmental Document | Mitigated Negative | ER
_____ I | Declaration

Tier I Less than 55 lbs/day of NOx or ROG Jess than 150 Ibs/day of PM10 or SOx; or less
-than 550 s/day of CO : )

NOx or ROG; less than 150 Ibs/day of PMI10 or SO2 or less than 550 Ibs/day of CO could
potentially have an adverse impact on the local air guality. From the Air District’s perspective,
residential and commercial developments with a potential to emit below tis level will not be
However, the Initial Stndy should require implementation of all the
Tisted in Section 7.2 in order to reduce the air quality impact to an
ote that the strategies identified in Section 7.2 do not represent
measures. The project proponent, the lead agency or the Air
ation measures that are capable of providing the same Jevel
that alternative mitigation measures be fully documented

standard mitigation measures
insignificant level. Itisimportantton
2 comprehensive list of all mitigation
District may propose alternative mitig
of mitigation. The Air District requires
with a copy of the documentation attached to the Initial Study.

Imperial County APCD CEQA Air Quality Handbook Page 6
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Tier II 55 Ihs/day or greater of NOx or ROG; 150 Ibs/day or oreater of PM10 or SOx; or 550

Ibs/day or greater of CO

Any residential o1 commercial development project with a potential to emit 55 Ibs/day or greater
8O, or 550 Ibs/day or greater of CO will have

oF NOx or ROG; 150 Ibs/day or greater of PMI10 or
a significant impact on the local air guality. In this mstance the Air District requires the preparation
of an EIR. For projects exceeding any of these thresholds, the project proponent should select and

- implement all feasible discretionary mitigation measures in addition to the standard mitigafion
measures. Sections 7.2 and 7.3 both provideasetof stamdard and discretionary mitigation measures
that a project proponent could implement in order to rednce the air quality impacts to an insignificant
fevel. For large development projects in which emissions cannot adequately be mitigated solely with
an-site mitigation measures, the project developer should propose to implement off-site mitigation
measures in order to reduce potential air quality impacts to a level of insignificance. Section 7.4
provides a set of off-site mitigation measures that could be implemented by the project proponent.
It is important to note that the strategies identified in Qections 7.2 through 7.4 do not represent a
comprehensive list of all mitigation measures. The applicant may proposeto implement alternative
mitigation measures that are capable of providing the same level of mitigation®. The Air District
requires that alternative mitigation measures be fully documented and attached to the EIR.

42  Thresholds of Significance for Construction A ctivities

Consfruction-related emissions are generally short-tersm in duration, but may still canse temporary

adverse air quality impacts. ‘'With respect to construction activities particulate matter (PM10) is the
pollutant of greatest concern which inchudes but is not limited to: excavation, grading, demolition,
vehicle travel on paved and unpaved surfaces, and vehicle and equipment -exhaust emissions.
Construction-related emissions can cause substantial increases in locatized concentrations of PM10.
Construction emissions of PM10 can vary greatly depending on the level of activity, the specific
operations ‘taling place, the equipment being operated; Jocal soils, weather-conditions.as well as
other factors. Despite this variability in emissions, experience has shown that there are a number
. .of feasible-control-measures- that .can. ‘be.reasonably _implemented to_ significantly reduce PM10

emissions from constmction activities.

to -CEQA analyses of .comstruction impacts is to emphasize

The Air District’s approach
1 measnres rather than producing a detailed

-implementation-of-effective .and.comprehensive contro

evaluation of the emissions. From the Air District’
emissions is not necessary (however this does not prectude a lead agency from electing to do so),

unless the project is required to prepare an ER. The EIR should quantify emissions from
construction activities, such as fugitive PM1 0 and exh aust emissions from construction equipment.

Mitigation measures should be proposed for these activities.

roject proponent, petitioner all refer to an
1e outcome for a development project and who is
for approval of the project.

6 plsewhere in the document applicant, p
individual who has a vested interest in a favorab
physicalty submitting the appropriate paper work

Imperial County APCD CEQA Air Quality Handbook Page 7
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-+ TJRBIMIS model is- recommen

on measures for construction equipment and fagitive PM10
implemented at all construction sites. In addition, all

fugitive PMI10 control should be implemented at
four (4) acres. Section 7.1 provides a.sct .of standard

and discretionary mitigation measures for construction equipment and fugitive PM10 control for
construction activities that the project proponent could implement in order to reduce the air quality
impacts to an insignificant level. The measures identified in Section 7.1 do not represent a
comprehensive list of all mitigation measures. The project proponent or the lead agency may
propose alternative mitigation measures that are capable of providing the same level of mitigation.
The Air District requires documentation of all alternative mitigation measures and a copy of the

documentation should be attached to the Initial Study.

Regardless of size, the standard mitigati
control for construction activities should be
the discretionary mitigation measores for
construction sites greaterthan, or equal to,

Compliance with the requirements of this CEQA griidance does not preclude the project from
compliance with the Imperial County Air Pollution Control District Rules and Regulations. Any
project shall be required to comply with all the reguirements of the district’s rules and
regulations, specifically the requirements of Regulation VIIT for the construction phase.

43  Screening Criteria for Project Impacts

allow for accurate and rapid evaluation of a proposed project’s

s CEQA emission thresholds of significance. The lead agency
ation as to whether the thresholds for EIR applicability

requirements for a particular project might be exceeded. The criteria used to evaluate air emissions
associated with residential and commercial projects is based primarily on the combustion emissions
generated by motor vehicles and area source emissions (paved and nmpaved roads, construction
projects, open areas, eic) . The URBEMIS model was used to evalnate the emissions associated to
these projects’. The list is not comprehensive and should be used for general gnidance only. The
‘petitionier is encouraged to develop 2 more refined ‘apalysis of air-quality impacts specific to a
particular project, especially for those projects exceeding the screening thresholds. The latest

Project screening 18 intended to
potential to exceed the Air District’
may consult Table 2 for an indic;

Tor those development projects not included in Table 2, it is highly recommended that the lead
agency and the Air District consult together on EIR applicability requirements for any given project

by the project.

anning tool for estimating vrehicle travel, fuel use and resulting
ojects. The model is used to calculate emissions of ROG, CO,
fic construction developments.

"URBEMIS is a pl
emissions related to land use pr
NOX and PM10 from vehicle use associated with spesci

Tmperial County APCD CEQA Air Quality Handboaok Page 8
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Table 2, Screening Criteria for Project A Quality Impacts

Land Use Units of Measure Trip Project Size which Would
Generation Generate Air Emissions
Rate (1) Greater than the Threshold
Limit )

Single Family Dwelling Unit 10.37 200 Units

Apartments Dwelling Umt 5.93 , 340 Units

Condomunitms Dwelling Unit 540 350 Units

Mobile Home Park Dwelling Unit 5.47 320 Units

Supermarket 1000 sq. ft 111.51 29.5 sq.ft.

Restaurant, Quality 1000 sq. £ 97.27 31 sq.ft.

Restaurant, Fast Food 1000 sq. ft . 685.61 4.4 sq.fi.

Motel No. Rooms 8.70 360 Rooms

(1)  Trip generation rates in this table are from the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) .
Trip Generation Rate Tables for Rural Areas.

(2) 'Emissions are defined as NOX, ROG, CO or PMI0.

4.4 Consiste:ncy with the Most Recent Clean Air Plan for Imperial County
Within the CEQA guidelines, Section 15125 (b) requires st an EIR. discuss consistency between
the proposed-pro ectand the.applicable regional plans.. A consistency analysis with the Clean Air

Plans is required for large residential developments and large commercial developments which are ~
required to develop an EIR.

The EIR should demonstirate compliance of the project with the most
recent Ozone and PMI10 Attainment Demonstration Plans. The EIR should also demonstrate

---vcompliance-oﬁtheproject with_ﬂaelmpcﬁal_Comty_R}llgs__agd Regulations, ag well as the State and

Federal Regulafions.
45  Comparison ofPredicted Ambient Pollutant Concentrations to State and Federal Air Quality
Standards.

To protect the public health and welfare, the State and Federal government established Ambient Air
Quality Standards for certain pollutants, known as criteria pollutants. Large residential and
commercial projects are sometimes required to develop air quality dispersion modeling if it is
determined that the project emissions have the potential to causean exceedance of the Ambient Air

ered to have a significant impact ifits emnissions are predicted

Quality Standards. A project is consid
to cauge or confribute to a violation of any Ambient AT Quality Standard. The petitioner should

Tmperial County APCD CEQA Air Quality Handbook ' Page 9



identify in the EIR any on-site and off-

site control measures which reduce the concentration of air

erissions below the Ambient Air Quality Standards.

4.6

Project impacts may also be considered significant if one or mor

apply:

a.

Special Conditions
e of the following special conditions

Development projects located in close proximity to sensitive receptors or with a potential to
emit toxic or hazardous air pollutants, even at a very low level of emissions, may be
considered significant because of the increased cancer risk for the affected population. Such
projects may be required to prepare & health sk assessment to determine the potential level
of Lisk associated with their operations. The Adr District should be consulted on any project
with the potential to emit toxic or hazardous air pollutants. In addition, pursuant to the
requirements of Catifornia Health and Safety Code 42301.6 (AB 3205) and Public Resources
Code Section 21151.8, subdivision (a)(2), any new school, or proposed industral or
commercial project site located within 1000 feet of a school must be referred to the Air

District for review.

If a determination is made that a development project bas the potential to cause a nuisance
problem which impacts a considerable number of people the project may be considered as
having a significant effect. There are projects that may emnit pollutants in concentrations that
would not otherwise be significant except as a nuisance, such as hydrogen sutfide.

| If a project is proposed within the screening {evel distance in Table 3, the Air District should
be contacted for information regarding potential odor problems. For projects-that involve
new receptors located near an existing odor source(s), apublicinformation reviewing request
should be submitted to the Air District for a review of any existing odor complaints and for

the nearéest odof emitting facility(ies). -

oo - Table3, Project Screenming Distances for Potential Odor Sources

Imperial County APCD

_ Type of Operation Project Screening Distance
- emmee | Wastewater Treatment Plant . ] o—oeoeev CAmile

Sanitary Landfill 1 mile -
Composting Station 1 mile

Feedlot 1 mile

Asphalt Plant 1 mile

Painting/Coating Operations 1 mile

(auto body shops)

Rendering Plant 1 mile

CEQA Air Quality Handbook Page 10
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5 Methods for Caleulating Project Emissions

Ajr pollutant emissions from an urban development can derive from a variety of sources, including

but not limited to motor vehicles, natural gas, electric energy use, combustion-powered utility
equipment, paints and solvents, equipment or operations nsed by various commercial and industrial
facilities, construction and demolition equipment and operations, as well as various other sources.
The amount and type of emissions produced, and their potential to cause significant impacts,
depends on the type and level of development proposed. The following sections describe the
recommended methods generally used to calculate emissions from residential and commercial

projects.

5.1 Motor Vehicle Emissions

Motor vehicles are the primary source of long-term emissions cansed by residential and commercial
ficant amounts of air pollutants, but cause

land nses. These land uses often do not directly emit signi
or attract motor vehicle trips that do produce emissions. Such land uses are referred to as indirect

SOUECES.

Motar vehicle emissions associated with indirect sources should be calculated for projects which
exceed the screening criteria listed in Table 2, Screening Criteria for Project Atr'Quality Impacts.
Calculations should be based on the most recent vehicle mission factors (EMF AC series) provided
bythe California AirResources Board (ARRB), and trip generation factors published by the Institute

of Transportation Engineers (ITE). These factors have been incorporated into a simple computer

model called URBEMIS, originally developed by the ARB. URBEMIS incorporates the EMFAC

emission factors and ITE trip rates.
TJRBEMIS is a planning tool for estimating vehicle travel, fuel use and resulting emissions related
el calculates emissions of ROG, CO, NOX and PM10 from vehicle

to land use projects. The mod
ase associated-with new or fodified development stich as shopping centers, housing, commercial

services and industrial land uses. URBEMIS allows usets {0 compare motor vehicle emissions as
of vehicle trips associated. with.a given land use and the vehicle miles

traveled for each particular type of trip taken. The calcnlated emissions can then be used as a e

for project screening.

e, yeat, _SﬁaSQB,.@iPﬁPEE‘S_HDd&EEEP arameters.

The default values should be used when no other pr

different values are used, justification and documentation for the mputs should be provided on the
appropriate document. The Air District is currently working on incorporating the default values for
TImperial Courty. ,

The Air District recommends using the most recent version of URBEMIS adopted by the Air
Resources Board and the corresponding version of EMFAC. A link to the most recent version of

URBEMIS can be accessed from the ‘Air Resource Board website at www.arb.ca.eov. As an

alternative, the petifioner may choose to manually evaluate the air emissions associated with a

particular project.

Tmperial County APCD CEQA Air Quality Handbook Page 11
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be performed on all relevant emission squrces, Using emission
“Comphiance of Air Pollutant Emission Factors”, the latest
The emission analysis should include calculations
released from the project.

A thorough emissions analysis should
factors from EPA document AP-42

version of ENFAC, or other approved source(s).
for estimated emissions of all criteria pollutants and toxic substances
Documentation of emission factors and all assumptions should be provided.

6. Preparing the Air Quality Analysis Section for Environmental [mpact Reports

For large projects requiring the preparation of an EIR, a comprehensive air quality analysis is
required as part of the EIR document. Such an analysis should address both the constmetion phase
and the operational phase mpacts of the project and include, as a minimura, the following

information:
of existing air quality and emissions in the impact area, including the
attzinment status of the Air District relative to State and Federal air quality standards and any

existing regulatory restrictions to development. Included should be data from the air quality
monitoring station(s) closest to the project site. The most recent Clean Air Plans should be

constlted for applicable information.

a. A description

sis should be performed on all refevant emission sources, using
emission factors from EPA document AP-42 “Compliance of Air Pollutant Emission

Factors”, the latest version of ENFAC, or ofher approved source(s). The emission analysis

shonld inclnde calculations for estimated ernissions of all crteria polhatants and toxic

substances released from the anticipated land mix on a daily and yearly basis.
Documentation of emmission factors and all assumptions (L.e. anticipated land uses, average
daily trip rate fiom generation stndies, etc) should be provided as an appendix to the EIR.

h. A thorough emission anaty

C. The EIR should include a range of alternatives to the proposed project that could effectively
rinimize air qualityimpacts, if feasible. A thotough emissions analysis should be conducted
for each of the proposed alternatives identified. The EIR author should contact the Air

... Districtifadditionatinformation and guidance isrequired. All caleulations and assumptions

used should be fully documented in an appendix to the EIR.

A-diesel exhaust screeming level health risk assessment should be performed in consultation
. wifhthe Aiz District engineering staff for projects that will resultin significant use of heavy-
uty diese] equipment in areas with potential for human exposure, especially when exposures
to sensitive receptors are likely. Factors that will be considered by the Air District staff
when determining if a screening risk analysis is necessary should include the expected

emnissions from diesel equipment, location of the project and distance 1o sepsitive receptors.

e. For those projects with a potential to generate heavy volumes of traffic and which can lead
to high levels of CO, hot spot modeling should be used to determine compliance with the
d/or roadway links that will be most impacted by

state CO standard at the mtersections an
the proposed project. The “hot spots™ should be determined according to the traffic impact

analysis. One of the most comnmon models is CALINEA4, developed by and available from
the California Department of Transportation; however, any other APCD approved hot spot

Imperial County APCD CEQA Air Quality Handbook Page 12



mode] can be used. If the results from the air modeling indicates a significant impact,

mnitigation measures should be identified and incorporated into the EIR. The effectiveness
of any proposed mitigation measure(s) should be quantified by estimating the effects of the

measure(s) on the volume of traffic and/or speeds, and CO concentraflons.

f A cumulative impact analysis should be performed to evalnate the combined air quality

impacts of amy given project and the impacts from existing and proposed future
developments in the area. This should encompass all planned construction activities within

1 mile of the project.

The EIR should evaluate the project for consistency with the Clean Air Plan and the

District’s Rules and Regulations.

t and combustion emissions from

h. Temporary comstruction impacts, such as fogitive dus
and mitigation measures proposed.

construction and prading activities, should be quantified

i Mitigation measures should be recommended,, as appropriate, following the guidelines ofthis

handbook.

7.  Mitigation Measures

An EIR should identify each si gnificant air quality impact and propose feasible mitigation measures
that would reasonably be expected to rednce impacts to below significant levels. In addition, a
Mitigated Negative Declaration should identify measures inchoded as part of the project to reduce
impacts on air quality fo less than significant.

This section contains amenu.of mitigation measures that project proponents and local governments
can nse to select those measures that are feasible to mitigate the project’s impact. According to
CEQA-Guidelings, Section 15364, feasible means:capable of being accomplished in a successful
thi i ing i nnt economic, environmental, legal,

. -sociak-and-technolo gicali‘actors..ie&d.agencigs.a;s_g@ponsl
mitigation measures. In instances when 2 project has a significant impact, CEQA requires that’
feansible mitigation measures be applied to the project in order to reduce comulative impacts and to
rednce individually sigmficant impacts. ‘The district considers a project to be mitigated to a level
- bf—insi-gnjﬁcancaAi.f—its.impacLismiﬁgat_ed,b_slow_jchg_tbr_g_sbgld levels in Section 4. A proj ect which
ible mitigation measures and/or CEQA optl
Guidelines, Section 15370 (a)(e)) is considered to have substantially mitigated air quality impacts
parsuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15093 (b). However, if the project’s emissions are still over
the significance level and the agency decides to approve the project, the lead agency must prepare

a Statement of Overriding Considerations pursuant to CEQA.

incorporates all feas

measures that can reasonably be expected to reduce air quality

This section Tecommends feasible
impacts from construction, indirect sources, localized carbon monoxide mpacts, and cumulative

impacts. The mitigation measures in this section are intended to reduce emissions of ROG, NOz,

PM10, and CO.

Imperial County APCD CEQA Air Quality Handbook Page 13
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The Standard Mitigation Measures for construction equipment and fugitive PM10 control for
construction activities should be implemented at all construction sites, as appropriate and feasible,
regardless of the size. In addition, discretionary mifigation measures for fugitive PM10 control
should be implemented, as appropriate and feasible, at construction sites greater than, or equal

to, four (4) acres.
7.1 Constructon Equipment and Fugitive PM10 Mitigation Measures

e dust mitigation measures which have been shown to
d be noted that the following examples are not considered
ere are other mitigation measures with similar or better
may also be considered if the

Listed below are a number of fugitiv
sipnificantly reduce emissions. It shoul
exclusive. TheAir District is aware that th
emission reduction potentials. Use of other mitigation measures

appropriate documentation is provided.

Standard Mitieation Measures for Construction Equipment

a Maintain all comstruction equipment in proper tnpe according to manufacturer’s

specifications.

b. Fuel all offroad and portable diesel powered
bulldozers, graders, cranes, loaders, SCTapers,
amxiliary power umits, with ARB certified motor v

suitable for use off-road).
c. Maximizeto the extent feasible, theuse of diesel construction equipment meeting the ARB’s

1996 or newer certification standard for off-road heavy-duty diesel engines.
d. Justall diesel oxidation catalysts (DOC), catalyzed diesel particulate filters (CDPF) or other

District approved emissiontednction retrofit devices.

equipment, including but not imited to
backhoes, generator sets, compressors,
ehicle diesel fuel (non-taxed version

Standerd Mitigation Measures for Fugitive PM10 Control
The entire site shail be pre-watered for 48 hours prior to clearing and grubbing..
. Reduce the. amont of the disturbed area wherepossible.
Water at least twice daily or otherwise stabilize all active construction areas.
All dixt stock-pile areas should be sprayed daily as needed.
Pave, apply water three times daily,.or apply (non-toxic) soi} stabilizers on all unpaved
.. .access roads, parking areas .and_;stag'ng.él‘_l?—.‘_&fs..‘éﬁ.@@@?ﬂ?ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁf& N

oap P

Haul trucks shall covered loads or maintain al least 6" of freeboar

roads. _
g Pre-moisten, prior to transport, 1mport and export materials thathave a silt content of 5% or

prater. Water all materials with a silt content of 3% or greater with a spray bar or cover
trucks hauling dirt, sand, or loose materials. Empty trucks and tracks camrying asphalt

material are excinded from this requirement.
h. Sweep streets at the end of each day if visible soil material is carried onto streets, or wash

off truck and equipment leaving the site.

i

Trmperial County APCD CEQA Air Quality Handbook Page 14
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Discretionary Mitigation Measures for Pugitive PM10 Control

ufficient quantities to prevent airbomme dust from

a Use of water trucks or sprinkler system m s
leaving the site. When wind speeds exceed 15 mph the operators shall increase watering
frequency.

b. Apply chemical soil stabilizers or apply water to form and maintain a crust on inactive
construction areas (disturbed lands within construction projects that are unused for at least
four consecutive days).

c. Apply non-toxic binders (e.g. latex acrylic copolymer) to exposed areas after cut and fll
operations and hydroseeded areas.

d. Plant vegetative ground cover in distnrbed.areas as soon as possible and where feasible.

e. Cover or apply water or chemical suppressants to form and maintain a crust on nactive
storage piles.

f. All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc. 0 be paved should be completed as soon as

possible. In addition, building pads should be laid as soon as possible after grading unless

seeding or soil binders are nsed.
g. Vehicle speed for all construction v
. at the construction site. .
gravel pad or pave the area where vehicles

h. Install wheel washers, rumble gates, provide a
enter and exit unpaved roads onto streets, or wash off trucks and equipment leaving the site.

chicles shall not exceed 15 mph on any unpaved surface

75  Standard Mitigation Measures for Project Operations
The recommended standard air quality mitigation measires have been separated according fo land
use and mitigabon type.

According to Table 1, Tier I, projects generating less than 55 Ibs/day of NOx or ROG‘;. less than
150 Ibs/day of PM10 or SOx; or less than 550 Ips/day of CO han 55 lbs/day, the Initial Study
-should require implenientation of 2ll the Standard M itigation Measures in order to reduce the air

quality impact to an insignificant level.

ating 55 Ihs/day or greater of NOx or ROG; 1507 7 7~

According to Table 1, Tier I, projects gener
Ibs/day or greater of PM10 or SOX; or 550 Ibs/day or greater of CO, the EIR should select and
implement all feasible and practicable measures from the discretionary Iist, in addition to the

Standard Milgation MeaSIIes... | ... . i . c s o e

Residential Projects

Standard mitigation recommendations for residential projects include the following site design and

energy efficiency standards:

Standard Site Design Measures

encourage pedestrian and bicycle travel;

a. Link cul-de-sacs and dead-end streets to

b. Allocate easements or land dedications for bikeways and pedestrian wallkeways; and

c. Provide contimious sidewalks separated from the roadway by landscaping and on-sirest
Imperial County APCD CEQA Air Quality Handbaook Page 15



parking. Adequate Hghting for sidewalks must be provided, along with crosswalks at

intersections.

Standard Energy Efficiency Measures

Increase the building energy efficiency rating by 10% above what is required by Title 24
requirements. This can be accomplished in a pumber of ways (increasing attic, wall or floor

insulation, etc.).

Commercial Projects

Standard mitigation recommendations for commercial and industrial projects include the following

site design and energy efficiency standards:

Standard Site Design Measures

Provide on-site bicycle parking;
Provide on-site eating, refrigeration and food vending facilities to reduce Junchtime trips;

Provide shower and locker facilities to encourage employees to bike and/or walk to work.
Provide for paving a minimum of 100 feet from the property line for commercial driveways
that access County paved roads as per County Qtandard Commercial Driveway Detail 4108

(formerly SW-131A).

po oo

Standard Enerey Efficiency Measures

Increase building energy efficiency rating by 10% above what is required by Title 24
requirements. This can be accomplished in a mumber of ways (increase attic, wall or floor
insnlation, etc).

7.3  Discretionary Mitigation Meamﬁes

The diseretionary mitigation measures listed in fhis section have been separated according fo land ™ -

use and mitigation type. It is important to note that the strategies identified here do not represent a

comprehensive list of all mitigation measures possible. Project proponents are encouraged to
propose other alternatives that are capable of providing the same level of mifigation. |

Residential Projects

Discretionary Site Design Measures

If the project is located on an established transit route, improve public transit accessibility

a.
by providing transit turnouts with direct pedestrian access to project.
b. Increase street free planting. _
c. Outdoor electrical outlets to encourage the use of electric appliances and tools.
d. Qecure on-site bicycle parking for multi-family residential developments.
e. Thcrease the number of bicycle routes/lanes.

Imperial County APCD CEQA Air Quality Handbook Page 16
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Provide pedestrian signalization and signage to 1mprove pedestrian safety.

Discretionary Energy Efficiency Measures

Fos e oo o

Use roof material with a solar reflectance value meeting the EPA/DEO Energy Star® rating

to reduce summer cooling needs.

Use high efficiency gas or solar water heaters.

Use built-in energy efficient appliances.

Use double-paned windows.

Use low energy street lighting (i.e. sodium).

Use energy efficient interior lighting.

Use low energy traffic signals (i.e. light emitting diode).

Install door sweeps and weather stripping if more efficient doors and windows are not

available.

Conmmercial Projects

Discretionary Site Design Measures

oo

e.

f

- Provide pedestrian signalization and signage to improv

Increase street free planting
Shade tree planting in parking lots to reduce evaporative emiss
Tncrease mumber of bicycle routes/lanes.
If the project is located on an established
by providing transit tornouts with direct pedestri
amenities. :

Tinplement on-site circulation design elementsin parking lots to reduce vehicle quening.and
improve the pedestrian environmert.

ions from parked vehicles.

transit route, improve public ransit accessibility
an access to protect or improve transit stop

e pedestrian safety.

Off.site mitigation measures are design
mitigated with on-site measures. Off-si

Imperial County APCD

Discretionary Energy Efficiency Measures

o Use—double_—paned‘windows e e

Use roof material with a solar reflectance value
to reduce summer cooling needs.

Use built-in-energy efficient appliances, where. applicable.

Use low energy parking lot #nd street lights (i.e. sodium). oo
Use energy efficient interior lighting.

Use Jow energy traffic signals (i.e. light emitting diode).
Install door sweeps and weather stripping if more efficient doors and windows are not

available.
Install high efficiency gasfelectric space heating,.

Off-site Mitigation Measures

ed to offset ernissions from large projects that cannot be fully
te emigsions reductions can result from either stationary or

CEQA. Air Quality Handbook Page 17
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mohbile sources, but should relate to the on-site impacts from the project in order to provide proper
“nexus” for the air quality mitigation. For example, NOX emissions from increased vehicle trips
from a large residential development could be reduced by funding the expansion of existing transit
services. The off-site strategiesidentified below provide a range of options available to mitigate
significant emission impacts from large projects.
Retrofit existing homes in the project area with energy-efficient devices.

th energy-efficient devices.

Retrofit existing businesses in the project area wi
Fund a program to buy and scrap older, higher emission passenger and heavy-duty vehicles.

Replace/repower transit buses.
Replace/repower heavy-duty diesel school vehicles (i.e. bus, passenger or maintenance

vehicles).

Fund an electric lawn and garden equipment exchange program.

Retrofit or repower heavy-duty construcfion equipment, or on-toad vehicles.
Repower or confribute to funding clean diesel locomotive matn or auxiliary engines.

Install bicycle racks on transit buses.
Purchase particulate filters or oxidation catalysts for local school buses, transit buses or

constraction fleets.
Install or contribute to funding alternative faeling infrastructure (i.e. fueling stations for
CNG, LPG, conductive and inductive electric vehicle charging, etc.).

Fund expansion of existing transit services.
Fund public transit bus shelters.

Subsidize vanpool progratns.
Subsidize transportation alternative incentive programs.

Contribute to funding of new bike lanes.

Tnstall bicycle storage facilities.
Provide assistance in the implementation of projects that are identified in a city or county

B‘icycle Master Plan.

P Rpe o

Tr e

e

Hagop R
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UYWAY ERTLI T P]

yRyes
Venezia Estates

Tentative Tract Map REC EEVED

Review and Anslysis Comments

Public Works/Engineering Department
January 21, 2005 'O\/Zl/gf
UA2004-34
CITY OF CALEXICO

Street Circulation Element Issues and Impact PLANNING DEPARTMENT

98 conniection should be made at vicinity of Jade Ave. of the
Tierrasanta Subdivision. The future road connection from this proposal
shovild be compatible with the already approved Jade Ave. comnection by
Calirans. 'Ihepmposedoast—wwstmctidﬁﬂiﬁedinthemapaswle
Vemicr will need 1o provide 84° RIW width. This strect alignment is at
isw:tbﬂtihemhasmtbecnanypmgmﬁmmicwilhtbcowmrof
Tierrasanta Subdivision aad Caltrans. The Owner/Devcloper shall be
requ ired to contact, mitigats, and securc 20 approved alignment and
connection with Hwy 98 from Caltrans and the owner of the Ticrrasanta
Sublivision development

2 Bowker Road need to be extended to inclhude the bridge widen at
Highway 98 o include the All American Cznal. The bridge and highway
com bine alignment is approximatcly 350 fect in length by 100 feet in
widrh on Bowker Road. Additionally, Hwy 98 widening to four lanes
may be required on both side. Fair sharc cost will be determined as part of
the |Zastside Calexico Facilities I Stdy undertaken by the CM Ranch
dewlopment.

3 lapmtofsunctpaucms}muldbeincompﬁznwwﬁhﬂ:cCﬁy’chmal
Plar Circulation Element {ie. Jadc Ave. comnection as identified in Item 1
aboie).

4. Idertify other collccter strects with the adjacent development layouis such

astle City’s master plan concept that is carreotly under development.
CaﬂeDeCamamamthbmmdwi}IhavembemnmdthmmSecond

Street st the South.
Proride street connection of 75 feet /W nosth-south street connection
at approximately 1,000 feet west of the easiside fract boundary. The City
is irrently malang the design coprdination between these two
dewislopments to comply with the Ciky’s Streot Circulation Element.

1are a revised Tentative Map with the final resolution of the strect
aligoment identified above.

1. Hiphiway

Veneria Infracture Reviess and Asatyss 1-31-05doc



11.

.

V.

Traffic: Issues and Impact Analysis
This section will be discussed aad analyzed by the City Traffic Engineerin a

etier report document. He reccived the copy of the latest traffic

separate |
report 0.1 1-21-05 and is in the process of reviewing the report and prepanng
the resp-onses this weekend.

Drsinuge Element Issues and ¥m pact

Intes srate retention basin design with the City’s master plan of retention
basins to accompany the Regional Retention Basin Concept. Thus will be
mai tained by setup of a community facility distnct.

Projare a master drainage plan to comply with the City’s curreat design
standard and critenia.

Sewer Elément Issaes and Jmpact

1.

The of-site trunk sewer line and the Regional Pump Station that the
deve:lopment cotinects at Bowlkcr Road are not available yet. This
devrlopment will need to coordinate with the City”s master plan of sewer
deve:lopment in order to asrive a proper priotity and the schedule of the
avaslability for both developments. The pusnp station at Ticrmsanta Unit )
is mst adequate 1o accosemodate this devclopment. Additionalty, its force
main to Highway 98 and Mcadows Road has not yet been built. The
pravity line at Sapphire Street nay not have adequate depth for this
devilopment without 2 major recomstruction of the Tierrasania
Subfivision gravity sewer line andd the upgrade of the Lift Station
inclwding the force main (FM) hoe.

Prepare a sewer master plan that is in accondancs with the City’s master
scw T plag and to ascertajn that the trenk gravity line will he able to
accempany the flow, or to upgrade the Ticmmasanta Unit 1 pomp station
and its gravity line and the yet 1o be built force main (FM) to receive the
flow's from this development. Salbmit 2 sewer feasibility study as part
of thie Tentative Map submittal. Al costs shall be responsible by this

devlopment.

Water Element Issues and Impact
1. The City is currently proceeding on the construction phasc of its Phase Il

Veneda Infractme Review 2od Azalysis 1-21-65.30c
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wate r master plan at the castside. The 30-inch diameter line running
notth at Bowker Road will bencfit this development; however, a second
wate sline loop will be required at the eastside strect tract boundary.

Prepare a water master plan that integrates with the City’s Phase Il and

‘ the (°M Ranch water master plan.

Provide a second connection of proper size at the eastside to form a loop

" comection for the water master plan as stated in Item 1 above.

Comm eaity Facility District

|. A cost participation for the regional infrastroctare program (ie. the
Eas: Calevico Facilities Area [T Improvemént) will be needed. This

prog ram is being addressed by the City’s consultant on the CM Ranch
devetopment that will included but not limited to: off-site streets, bridges
it La Vigne Road and Bowker Road at the A}l American Canal, sewer
Qistribution lne and lifi statiem, water, regional retention basins, and
storm drain systems, cfc

A maintenance and operation of the Regional Retention Basin for drainage

" will need to be addressed.

Voneda Infraches Review od Anslybis 3-21-05 doc
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Date: January 22, 20005
To: Ricardo Hinojosa, Planning Director VAL (m iy
From: C. Hui Lai, City Traffic Engineer
cC: Tony Wong, City Engineer

Subject:  Venezia Planred Community Traffic Study Report Review

I have reviewed the revis::«d traffic study prepared by Linscott Law & Greenspan for the Venezia
project. My findings and comments are as follows:

1. Traffic counts need ro be npdated and adjusiment factors recaleniated.

In response to my corment review letter dated October 12, 2004, the revised traffic study has
increased the existing traffic volumes that were counted in the summer by 40%. However, a
review of the adjustec existing traffic volumes shown in Figure 3-2 of the revised traffic study
reveals that not all the traffic data was adjusted by 40%.

The following locatio1s were not adjusted and will medtobeincmsedbywzﬁtommpmsatc
for a lasermnozmtoimﬂicduetoscboohthatw&'enotinmsionandagﬁm}nm workers that
do not work in the suramer. .

a SR tit & ColeRoad
b. SR 111axd SR 98
¢. Rockwoed Road and Cole Road.

2. Heavy truck traffic vontes need to he considered and thoroughly analvzed relative to teaffic
mitigation requirements '

As stated in my review lefter dated October 12, 2004 (Page Three, Numbes Four), truck traffi¢
must be accounted for at intersections known to have significant heavy truck irapacts. The
revised traffic study fhils to consider or identify imipacts at intersections from heavy truck traffic.

The study needs to be revised to analyze the effect of heavy truck traffic routes at intersections in
order to develop appmpriate mitigation, if impacts are significant.

3. Year 2025 intersection traffie analysis is needed

In my review letter dated October 12, 2004, a Year 2025 intersection traffic analysis was
requested. The revised study (Section 9.0, Year 2025 Analysis) indicates that because the
Tmperial County Traflic Model does not have peak hour traffic turning movement volume for
intersections, no Year 2025 intersection traffic analysis was performed.
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However, this type of analysis is possible using the pwg.k houg'mming mqvemem analysis already
provided in the stady nlong with 2025 information available in the Iimperial County Traffic

Model.

The 2025 Intersection Traffic Analysis is necessary to properly analyze firture traffic impacts
from this project. Traffic congestion takes place primarily at intersections. Street segments
typically do not exper-ence traffic congestion except near intersection approaches. This was why
1 specifically asked for a Year 2025 intersection traffic analysis.

In addition to the City needing this information to anatyze future traffic impacts from the project,
Caltrans will also require this level of analysis. Caltrans will require an Encroachment Permit

for the project in orde- to install traffic signals at the intersection of S.R_ 98 and Bowker Road, as
recommended by the rtudy. As part of the Caltrans permit process, traffic signal warrant
calculations will be required. For the intersection to be signalized, the traffic signal warrant

calculations are based on Year 2025 waffic.

To ensure that the 202 5 infersection traffic analysis is completed, 1 recommend that either the
traffic study be revise:! to include the requested 2025 analysis or that the project applicant
deposit a fee with the City. The City woukl then provide the needed iraffic signal design
services and prepare all the required traffic signal warmant studies, including the Year 2025
intersection traffic ans: lysis.

J r Road will need wi i d ic s¥ ization

Jasper Road provides alternate access to and from the project site. Therefore, the project shall
also contribute a fair-share fee towards the widening of Jasper Road from S.R. 111 to Bowker
Road and the new traffic signalization of the intersections of Jasper Road/S R 111 and Jasper

Road/Bowker Road.

Include CM Ranch project for cumulative impact anslysip

Section 6.0, Cumulative Project Traffic, of the revised study identified a total of 13 development
projects for curmulative traffic analysis. Howeves, the study did not include the CM Ranch
project which is in very close proximity 1o Venezia project. Although the Environmestal Impact
Report (EIR) for the (CM Ranch project is not completed at this time, the CM Ranch projectis a
significant development in the vicinity of the Venezia project. Therefore, the CM Ranch project
traffic should be identified and analyzed in the cumulative section of the Venezia project traffic

study,

An estimate of the traffic generated from the CM Ranch project along with any traffic data and
analysis that has been performed for the CM Ranch project 1o date should be included in the final
Venezia traffic study. Iftraffic data from the CM Ranch project is not readily available, the
Venezia project shall contribute a fair-share fee toward additonal traffic mitipation as required

by the City.

wiuwLss v
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Rozad to east of Bowker Road

Widea S.R. 98 frpm Vicadows

The traffic study recornmends a fair-share contribution towards the widening of S.R. 98 to four
lanes between Meado vs Road and the western project boundary. In order to accommodate a
left-turn lane for westhound traffic on S.R. 98 at Bowker Road, I recommend that the widening
of S.R. 98 be extended at a minimum of 1,000 feet east of Bowker Road instead of terminating at

the western project boundary.
Align Project Commercial Access Entrsnce with Jade Avenue

The project access entrance on S.R. 98 for the commercial portion of the project should align
directly across the fistnre Jade Avenue connection with S.R_ 98. Caltrans has agreed with this

future connection at S R_ 98 for the Tierrasanta Subdivision.

Synchronize traific vipnals along Bowker Road

Due to the close proximity between the proposed traffic signais at Jasper Road/Bowker Road,
Cole Road/Bowker Road, SR. 98/Bowker Road and Bowker Road/Piazza San Marco, a 2-inch
conduit with commun:cation cables shall be installed along Bowker Road between Jasper Road

and Piazza San Marce to synchronize these traffic signals.

Recommended mitigation measnres

All the traffic mitigati »n improvements recommended on Pages 21 through 24 of the traffic
study are acceptable.




MEMORANDUM

‘engineers

Engineers & Planners

To: Daniel Arvizo Pate:  January 28, 2005
Development, Design & Engineering Inc.

From: John Boarman and Stacey Rael LGRet: 3-04-1451 Teaffic
Transportation
Parking
Subject Response to Comments—Venezia Planned Community
Linscott, Law &
Greenspan, Engineer:
The following discussion is a response to the comments (dated January 22, 2005) ;5‘?2“““"9’5"9“
received regarding the revised traffic study for the Venezia Planned Community S::::go CAGITT
dated January 10, 2005. 956.306.5800
858.300.8610 *

COMMENT 1: Existing Traffic Counts wwwligengineers.com

RESPONSE: The locations on SR 111 were not increased by 40% as these counts Pasadena
were not completed during the summer months. As stated in the report Costa Mesa
(page 4), they were conducted in May 2003 and increased by 5% to San Diego
account growth between the year 2003 and 2004. Las Vegas

The Rockwood Road / Cole Road intersection was increased by 40% as
were all of the other intersections in the revised report.

COMMENT 2: Heavy Truck Traffic

RESPONSE: Heavy vehicle factors were applied to all of the intersections analyzed
within the study area in the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM)}) analysis.
The percentages were determined using the CALTRANS truck traffic

counts as referenced in the report (page 5).

COMMENT 3: Year 2025 Intersection Analysis

RESPONSE: The Imperial County Traffic Model (ICTM) did not provide enough
proximate information to adequately calculate the year 2025 peak hour
volumes. More specifically, 2025 ADT volumes are required at ail four
legs of each intersection in order to calculate the peak hour volumes.
Only four ADT volumes were available in the entire project study area
from the ICTM. Any volumes calculated for the year 2025 would be
laden with far-reaching assumptions and speculation that could not

readily be justified.

We agree that a 2025 signal warrant analysis will be needed at the
intersection of Bowker Road and SR 98 in the future. This analysis,
however, would not necessarily need to be conducted as part of the
report discussed here. In any event, we will be happy to include this
analysis in the traffic study.



Daniel Arvizo
January 28, 2005
Page 2

COMMENT 4:
RESPONSE:

COMMENT 5:

COMMENT 6:
RESPONSE:

COMMENT 7:
RESPONSE:

COMMENT 8:
RESPONSE:

COMMENT 9:
RESPONSE:

Jasper Road

Jasper Road and the associated intersections were not included in the
traffic study given the negligible contribution of traffic to Jasper Road.
We are not adverse, however, to calculating the fair share contribution

for the Venezia Planned Community.

CM Ranch Inchision

The CM Ranch project was not included in the cumulative section of the
traffic study based on a directive following a meeting between the City
of Calexico and Design, Development Engineering representatives. The
data available for the CM Ranch project, upon completion of the
Venezia Planned Community Traffic Study, were not sufficient to enable
its inclusion in the cumulative projects section of the report.

Widen SR 98

No action necessarily required as this comment is a recommendation
rather than a requirement.

Align Project Commercial Access Entrance

CALTRANS has agreed with the future connection of SR 98 and the
Tierrasanta Subdivision, however, upon completion of the Venezia
Planned Community Traffic Study, the connector street was undefmed
thus the street was referred to as Project Access Point rather than Jade
Avenue or Sapphire Road — the two possible connectors.

Synchronize Traffic Signals

This comment is a recommendation to synchronize traffic signals and
will be included in the Traffic Study.

Recommended Mitigation Measures

No action required. The mitigation measures referred to in the report
have been accepted.

LINSCOTT
LAW &

_GREENSPAN

‘engineers

H\Planning Folders\Documents\VENEZIA TTM (Salas #3065)\Letters\Response to Comments 01_22_D5 (iraffic).doc
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County of Imperial

Madns LSBT A A LIRS

March 1, 2005

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTM

TIMOTHY B. IONES . i
Director of Public Works, County Road Commissiener, County Surveyer, Courtty Engineer, Solid Whste Operations, County-Wide Transic

MENT

Y 352 - totf s

Building Readh ints tho Nexit Conduny

Post-it> Fax Note 7671 P vach aslpiilr 2

To Dol Nrvias Fom  Skocey Rael
CoDopt  DE Co.lLuE

Phone ¢ Pronk ¥ (858 300 ~8B00
Faxct (Teo) 352 ~ Wilop (81 Sl me orxe

Ricardo Hincjosa, Planning Director

City of Calexico

608 Heber Avenue

Calexico, CA 92231
SUBJECT:

. Dear Mr. Hinojosa:

I

Venezia Planned Comrmunity Traffic Siudy, City of Calexi

This lefter is in response to the above mentioned project prepared by Linscott Law and Grienspan
and received February 15, 2005. The traffic study was reviewed and this dcpaxtmént offers the
i

following comments:

: : Al The proposed access through a 45 degree diagonal entrance af the irftersection of

S Bowker Road and State Route 98 is not recommended due to sight distance problems
for viewing traffic traveling from the west. 1t is suggested that the acceds be oriented
as close to 90 degrees from the access road.

2. Sheet No. 3 - Existing road classifications:

1.

2

3.

4,

5.

Meadows Road is classified as a Major Collector in the Imperial County.
Circulation Element. :
Bowker Road is classified as 2 Minor Arterial in the Imperial County
Circulation Element. Additionally the posted speed is 55 miles per hour.
Jasper Road is classified as a Major Collector in the Impgrial County
Circulation Element. jI
Cole Road is clessified as a Prime Anrtérial in the lmperial County Circulation
Element. Additionaily the pasted speed is 55 miles perhour. |
State Route 111 posted speed is 65 miles per hour. |

i

]

Sheet 18 —Year 2025 Analysis

1. Table 9-1 calls for Bowker Road future road classification south of State Route

98 as collector. This portion of Bowker Road should be minimally dlassified as a
Minor Arterial. !

155 South 11th Street, El Centro, CA 92243-2853, Tel: (760) 482-4462 « Fax: (760 352-1272
Engineer/VencziaRicardoHmojosa An Equal Oppartunity / Affirmative Action Employer P



Venezia Sewer Study

The sewer study was not included in this letter. A copy is available for review with the
City’s engineering department.



State of California - The Resources Agency ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
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____________________ March 23, 2005

Development Design & Engineering
C/O Tom Dubose

1122 State Street, #D

El Centro, CA 92243

Dear Mr. Dubose,

The Department of Fish and Game has reviewed the Negative Declaration for the
Venezia Tentative Tract Map (SCH #2005021128). The proposed project would
involve a total development of 79 farmland acres in the Imperial County to be

planned for annexation and subdivision.

The project will impact the western burrowing owl (Athene curicularna), a
California Species of Special Concern. The Department recommends that any
burrows that cannot be avoided should be mitigated at a 2:1 ratio with artificial
burrows located in an adjacent protected area that provides a minimum 6.5 acres

per pair or solitary owl.

If you have any questions please contact Mr. James Sheridan at (760) 200-9419
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project.

Sincerely,
Kimberly Nico
Senior Environmental Scientist

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870
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TATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPOR™ 9N AND HOUSING AGENCY. ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER  Ge ve

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

District 11 - 2829 Juan Street
P. O. BOX 85406, M.S5. 50

San Diego, CA 92110-2799
PHONE (619) 638-6954

FAX (619) 688-4299

Flex your powerr
Be energy efficierie!

March 24, 2005
11-EIMP-098

PM 34.4

Mr. Ricardo Hinojosa

City of Calexico — Planning
608 Heber Ave.

Calexico, CA 92231

RE: Yenezia Estates — Mitipated Necative Declaration (MND) (SCH 2005021 128)

Dear Mr. Hinojosa:

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) appreciates the opportumty to review
the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND)for the proposed Venezia Estates development, to
be located east of State Route 98 (SR-98) between Jade Avenue and Bowker Road in the
northeastern portion of the City of Calexico. There appears to be some discrepancy in the
intensity of development being proposed. An initial project review for Caltrans showed a
certain number of dwelling units, however the State Clearing House (SCH) cover sheet and
other submittals indicate the project will include a different number of dwelling units, plus
some 13 acres of commercial land . Please clarify the exact scope of this project proposal.

Although the precise scope of the project is unclear at this time, it appears that the proposed
development has the potential to generate some 12,000 Average Daily Trips (ADTs),
significantly affecting local and State transportation facilities. In the Department’s opinion,
the current traffic impact study (TIS) is deficient. A revised TIS will be necessary to
determine the project’s near-term and long-term effects. The study should be prepared in
accordance with the Department’s Guide for the Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies (TIS
Cruide), dated December 2002. Minimum contents of the traffic impact study are listed in
Appendix “A” of the TIS Guide. The traffic impact study should determine where and what
type of improvements might be necded to mitigate for future traffic generated by this

development.

Road segments which should be analyzed include the SR-98 facility as well as all affected
intersections including, but not limited to, Jade Avenue and Bowker Road. Any proposed
“Project Access Point” must be drawn on plans. State-owned signalized intersections rmust
be analyzed using the Intersecting Lane Vehicle (ILV) procedure from the Caltrans Highway
Design Manual Topic 406, page 400-21. Caltrans requires LOS “C” or better at State-owned
facilities, including intersections. If an intersection is currently below LOS “C”, any increase
in delay from project-generated traffic must be analyzed and mitigated.

“Caltrans improves mobitity across Californin™



Mr. Ricardo Hinojosa
March 24, 2005

Page 2

Caltrans supports the concept of “Fair Share Coniributions” on the part of developers due to
traffic impacts caused by proposed developments. This particular proposed development will
be responsible for major improvements including widening on SR-98 along the project
frontage, as well as “fair share” for additional widening to the west. The developer shall
install signals at the Bowker Road and Jade Avenue intersections when warranted and
required by Caitrans. Specific requirements will be addressed when the revised traffic study /

environmental document are submitted to Caltrans for review.

The Venezia Estates development must be compatible with proposed future improvements for
SR-98. The applicant / developer will be responsible for widening of SR-98 to four lanes and
additional channelization within the boundaries of the proposed project subdivision area. The
Caltrans Transportation Concept Report (TCR) for SR-98 calls for an ultimate 6-lane
conventional highway and widening for a total width of 172’ (86’ halfiwidth) in this area.
This ultimate configuration would require some Right of Way (R/W) acquisition along the
frontage of this property (to be determined based upon existing State R/W in the vicinity).
The applicant will need to obtain from the County of Imperial an Irrevocable Offer of
Dedication (IOD) and a slope rights / drainage easement in order to accomplish preserving this
R/W. 1t should be noted that all proposed development improvements, including landscaping
and other easements, must be located outside of the R/W I0D.

The intersection of SR-98 and Bowker Road currently exists at a skewed (approximately 45
degrees diagonal) angle. The Bowker Road access should be aligned as close as possible to a
perpendicular (90 degrees) intersection with SR-98. Improvements to Bowker Road at SR-98
shall be designed in accordance with the Caltrans Highway Design Manual, Chapter 400. The
developer should coordinate with the City of Calexico, the County of Imperial, and
landowners to the northeast to ensure an appropriately designed intersection at Bowker Road.
Additional channelization and tum pockets may be needed at Bowker Road and Jade Avenue.

In order to adhere to recommended quarter-mile (1/4 mi) signal spacing on the State
Highway, any other connection to SR-98 will need to be aligned with the previously approved
Jade Avenue connection from the Tierrasanta subdivision on the northwest of the Highway,
thereby forming a perpendicular four-way intersection. The developer may need to coordinate
with the City of Calexico and the CM Ranch development to the south in order to make an
appropriate perpendicular SR-98 / Jade Avenne connection. Any additional connection to
SR-98 will need to be shown on a scale drawing map for the proposed development. No other
connections will be allowed to SR-98 between Jade Avenue and Bowker Road, including
potentially proposed driveways from the 15-acre commercial parcel. Please provide additional
details regarding the proposed specific uses for this triangular-shaped “remainder” parcel.

“Caltrans improves mobility cxcross California™



Mr. Ricardo Hinojosa
March 24, 2005
Page 3

As part of a cumulative analysis, the project’s Traffic Impact Study should inciude other
planned developments within the vicinity of the project, such as CM Ranch. Cumulative
impacts of a project, together with other related projects, must be considered when
determining a project’s impacts, not only to local arterial roads but also to State Highways. A
curnulative impact is the sum of the impacts of existing development, other projects, and the
project itself — no matter how small the contribution is from the project itself. There is no
minimum size limitation on projects that may be required to mitigate for cuamulative impacts if
the project contnbutes to the problem in any amount. It may be appropriate for the City of
Calexico, by itself or in conjunction with the County of Imperial, to develop and institute a
long-range funding program in which new land development shall bear a fair share portion of
the associated costs and improvement requirements. The local land use authority could
impose appropriate fees for construction of local and regional road facilities as mitigation for

cumulative Impacts.

While recognizing that topographic and environmental constraints may preclude a strict
interconnected grid street network, roads which are routed in parallel can provide an
alternative to using the interregional roads or highway, thereby helping to alleviate congestion
on State facilities. The developer should therefore coordinate with the adjoining CM Ranch
development to extend Cannaregio Road and Calle San Cosmo from Venezia Estates to CM
Ranch to the south in order to allow for alternative north / south routes of travel.

Caltrans will not be held responsible for any noise impacts to this development. If there is a
noise impact, the developer has the responsibility to provide mitigation. All signs visible to
traffic on SR-98 will need to be constructed in compliance with State and County regulations.
All lighting (including reflected sunlight) within this project should be placed and/or shielded
$0 as not to be hazardous to vehicles traveling on the State highway.

Any work performed within Caltrans R/W will require an encroachment permit.
Furthermore, the indirect effects of any mitigation within Caltrans R/W must be addressed.
The developer will be responsible for quantifying the environmental impacts of the
improvements (project level analysis) and completing all appropriate mitigation measures for
the impacts. The developer will also be responsible for procuring any necessary permits or
approvals from regulatory and/or resource agencies prior to issuance of the encroachment
permit. Information regarding encroachment permits may be obtained by contacting the
Permits Office at (619) 688-6158. Early coordination with Caltrans is strongly advised for all

encroachment permits.
Since environmental analysis will be a requirement of encroachment permit by Caltrans, we

recommend that the environmental evaluation for the project specify the potential for
significant environmental impacts to Caltrans facilities, highways, and resources within the

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Mr. Ricardo Hinojosa
March 24, 2005
Page 4

State R/W. The following impacts have traditionally been critical issues in Caltrans
environmental review, and we recommend that they be addressed in the final environmental
evaluation for the project: traffic and safety, biological resources, cultural resources,
hazardous matenals, community impacts, water quality, and visual / aesthetic impacts
(inchuding any removal of vegetation or trees). The environmental documentation for the
project will need to address the potential for these impacts and describe measures to avoid,
minimize, or mitigate impacts to Caltrans facilities, including SR-98 and the bridge over the
All American Canal. Identification and completion of appropriate mitigation measures will
be a condition of encroachment permit approval. In addition, resource agency coordination
and procurement of any necessary regulatory and resource agency permits will be a

requirement for encroachment permit approval.

Caltrans appreciates the opportunity to review this development proposal. For questions
regarding the Department’s comments, please contact Brent McDonald at (619) 688-6819.

S inceg,ely,

L o

/MARIO H. ORSO, Chief
Development Review Branch

cc: BMcDonald Planning MS-50
KPloettner Highway Ops MS-55
JMarkey Permits MS-48
JGrisafi R/W Engr MS-52
SMorgan State Clearing House
JHeuberger Impenal County
DArvizo DD&E

“Caltrans improves mobility across California™
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pele:  April 15, 2005 Tengineers

To: Daniel Arvizo
Development, Design & Engineering, Inc
o Stacey Rael WGRef 3-04-1451 Engineers & Planners
: : Traffic
LLG, Engineers .
Transportation
Parking
Subject Response to Comments—— Venezia Planned Community
Linscoft, Law &

Greenspan, Engineers

The following discussion is a response to the comments from the County of Imperial ;542“'(‘:‘9* Street
uite 1

Public Works Department (dated March 23, 2005) and from the Department of San Diean, CASITI
Transportations (dated March 24, 2005) received regarding the revised traffic study Bss.m?ez;m .

for the Venezia Planned Community dated March 23, 2005. 583008810 F
wewwllgengineers.com

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS:
L. A . . . Pasadena
COMMENT: Existing Roadway Classifications have been updated in the following Costa Mesa
descriptions. San Diego
Las Vegas

RESPONSE: 3,1 Existing Street System
SR 111 (Highway 111) is classified as a State Highway in the
Imperial County Circulation Element. SR 111 is a four-lane
divided north-south facility providing two lanes of travel in each
direction within the project area. State Route 111 is located west
of the project site and has a posted speed limit of 65 mph. No bike
lanes or bus stops are provided and curbside parking is prohibited.

Meadows Road - Andrade Road is a north-south facility and is
classified as a Major Collector in the Imperial County Circulation
Element. Meadows Road is currently constructed as a two-lane
undivided roadway. No bike lanes or bus stops are provided and

curbside parking is prohibited.

Bowker Road is a north-south facility and is classified as a Minor
Arterial in the Imperial County Circulation Element. Bowker
Road is currently constructed as a two-lane undivided roadway.
No bike lanes or bus stops are provided and curbside parking is
prohibited. The posted speed limit is 55 mph within the project
vicinity.

Jasper Road is an east-west facility and is classified as a Major
Collector in the Imperial County Circulation Element. Jasper
Road is currently constructed as a two-lane undivided roadway.
No bike lanes or bus stops are provided and curbside parking is

prohibited.




Daniel Arvizo
April 15, 2005
Page 2

COMMENT:

RESPONSE:

COMMENT:

RESPONSE:
f

Linscort
LAW &

- GREENSPAN

‘engineers

Cole Road is classified as a Prime Arterial in the Imperial County
Circulation Element. Cole Road is an east-west facility within the
City of Calexico. East of SR 111, Cole Road is currently being
constructed as a four-lane divided roadway between SR 111 and
SR 98. The posted speed limit on Cole Road within the project
area is 55 mph. Curbside parking is prohibited along both sides of
the roadway and bus stops are not provided.

Year 2025 Analysis, Street Segment Table

TABLE 9-2
YEAR 2025 STREET SEGMENT OPERATIONS
Future Future Year 2025 With
Street Segment Roadway Capacity Project
Classification (LOS B)* ApT<lvict! Lose
SR 98
SR 111 to Meadows | State Highway | 34,200 (27,100 |0.79 C
— Andrade Road
Meadows — Andrade| State Highway | 34,200 | 28,200 } 0.82 D
Road to Bowker
Road
Bowker Road to State Highway | 34,200 | 29,000 ] 0.85 b
Cole Road
Bowker Road
South of SR 98 Minor Arterial 37,000 | 3,000 | 0.08 A
Footnotes;
a. County of Imperial Roadway Standard Street Classification (Appendix C).
b. Average Daily Traffic
¢. ADT volumes obtained from Caltrans: Imperial County Travel Model
d. Volume to Capacity ratio
e. Level of Service

County of Imperial Roadway Classifications

The updated Imperial County General Plan Circulation and Scenic
Highways Element (December 16, 2003 ) is attached to this set of
responses and serves to update the Venezia Planned Community Traffic

Study Appendix.

C:\Documents and Settings\OwnerlLocal Settings\Temporary Intemet Files\OLK 1DDAResponse to Comments 04_I5_G5.doc
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (CALTRANS)

COMMENT:
RESPONSE:

ILV Analysis
The Intersecting Lane Vehicles (IL.V) methodology, prescribed by

Caltrans for the analysis of signalized intersections, was used to
determine the operations of three intersections on SR 98 (SR 98/
SR 111, SR 98 / Rockwood Road, and SR 98 { Andrade Road /
Meadows Road) proximate to the proposed project. These
intersections were analyzed for three scenarios; Existing, Existing
+ Project, and Existing + Project + Cumulative Projects. Table A
lists the intersection operation results.

The Existing analysis table shows that all three intersections
operate under capacity in the AM and PM peak hours except for
the SR 98 / Rockwood Road intersection, which operates near
capacity in the PM peak hour.

The Existing + Project analysis shows that all three intersections
continue to operate under capacity in the AM and PM peak hours
except for the SR 98 / Rockwood Road intersection, which

operates near capacity in the PM peak hour.

The Existing + Project + Cumulative Projects analysis shows that
the SR 98 / SR 111 intersection is calculated to operate over
capacity in both the AM and PM peak hours; SR 98 / Rockwood
Road is calculated to operate near capacity in the AM peak hour
and over capacity in the PM peak hour; and SR 98 / Andrade Road
/ Meadows Road is calculated to operate under capacity in both

the AM and PM peak hours.

LINSCOTT
LAW &

' GREENSPAN

‘engineers

CADocuments and Settings\CwnerLocal Settings\Temporary Intemet Files\OLK1 DD A\Response to Comments 04_15_05.doc
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TABLE A
ExiSTING LV OPERATIONS
Total Operating
Intersection II-;{:::::' Level Capacity
(ILV / Hour)

SR 98 /SR 111 AM 944 Under

98 /e PM 1114 Under
SR 98 / Rockwood AM 1129 Under
Road PM 1250 Near
SR 98 / Andrade Road / | AM 612 Under
Meadows Road PM 562 Under

ExisTiNG + PROJECT ILV OPERATIONS

Peak Total Operating
Intersection He?n_ Level Capacity
¢ (ILV / Hour)

SR 98 /SR 111 AM 393 Under

1 PM 1190 Under
SR 98 / Rockwood AM 1163 Under
Road PM 1327 Near
SR 98 / Andrade Road / | AM 660 Under
Meadows Road PM 679 Under

EXISTING + PROJECT + CUMULATIVE PROJECTS ILV OPERATIONS

Peak Total Operating
Intersection H: Level Capacity
W LV / Hour)

AM 1584 Over
SR 98 /SR 111 PM 2329 Over
SR 98 / Rockwood AM 1323 Near
Road PM 1734 Over
SR 98 / Andrade Road / | AM 933 Under
Meadows Road PM 1090 Under

CADocuments and SettingsiCwneiiocal Setinp\Termporry Internet Files\OLK 1 DDAWResponse to Comvments 04_15_05.doc
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COMMENT:
RESPONSE:

Table B shows the ILV AM and PM peak hour operations for the
SR 98 / Bowker Road intersection using the Intersecting Lane
Vehicle (ILV) methodology. The traffic impact study
recommends that this two-way stop controlled intersection be
signalized with commencement of the project construction. To
this end, an ILV analysis was completed for the suggested
signalized intersection using traffic volumes from the Existing +
Project + Cumulative Projects scenario (i.e. the worst near-term

case).

TABLEB
S16NALIZED SR 98/ BOWKER ROAD ILV OPERATIONS
) Peak Total Operating )
Intersection - Level Capacity
eur | (ILV /Hour)
SR 98 / Bowk 4 AM 731 Under
owkerRoad | py, 1068 Under
Foortnotes:

SR 98 / Bowker Road is currently a two-way stop controlled intersection. The traffic
impact study recommends that a signal be installed at this location once the project
commences construction, To this end, the IL.V operations analyzed above considers the Ex
+ P+ CP scenario with the addition of the traffic signal.

Future Development South of Venezia Planned Community

Future co-ordination with the CM R.anch development south of the
Venezia Planned Community project site is recommended in order to
establish appropriate / alternative connections with proposed streets

between the two projects.

LINSCOTT
AW &

_GREENSPAN

engineers
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Engineering Department
Memorandum

To:
Ce:
From:
Date:

Subject:

Ricardo,

Ricardo Hinojosa, Director of Planning

Mart Martinez, Public Works Director
Tony Wong, City EngjneerM
March 30, 2005

Venezia Estate Subdivision MND and the Tentative Tract Map

¥

This memorandum is to inform you that the Public Works/Engineering Department has

cornpleted the review of the responses on the subject MND.
Attached is the Review and Analysis of MND Cornments for the referenced project.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at Ext. 462,




TS e

S e

Venezia Estates
Tentative Tract Map
Review and Analysis of MND Comments

Public Works/Engineering Department
March 30, 2005
UA2004-34

Cominents to MND responses are in-bold face and italic.
L Street Circulation Element Issues and Impact
1. Highway 98 connection should be made at vicinity of Jade Ave. of the
Tierrasanta Subdivision. The future road connection from this proposal

should be compatible with the already approved Jade Ave. connection by
Caltrans. The proposed east-west street identified in the map as Calle

Vernier will need to provide 84> R/W width. This street ali gnment is at

issue that there has not been any progress made with the owner of
Tierrasanta Subdivision and Caltrans. The Owner/Developer shall be

required to contact, mitigate, and secure an approved alignment and
connection with Hwy 98 from Caltrans and the owner of the Tierrasanta

Subdiviston development.

2. Bowker Road need to be extended to include the bridge widen at
Highway 98 to include the All American Canal. The bridge and highway
combine alignment is approximately 350 feet in length by 100 feet in
width on Bowker Road. Additionally, Hwy 98 widening to four lanes
may be required on both side. Fair share cost will be determined as part of
the Eastside Calexico Facilities 11 Study undertaken by the CM Ranch

development.

175

Venezia MND Comments Review and Analysis 3-30-03,doe



water master plan at the eastside. The 30-inch diameter line running
north at Bowker Road will benefit this development; however, a second
waterline loop will be required at the eastside street tract boundary.

2. Prepare a water master plan that integrates with the City’s Phase ITT and
the CM Ranch water master plan.

3. Provide a second connection of proper size at the eastside to form a loop
connection for the water master plan as stated in Item | above.

Friridin, o obhg ation for the Ph ase III water master planis also needed.
The construetion cost s estimated at $7,500,000 plus 15% administration

arid construction engineering.

V1. Community Facility District

I. A cost participation for the regional infrastructure program (i.e. the
East Calexice Facilities Area II Improvement) will be needed. This
program is being addressed by the City’s consultant on the CM Ranch

development that will included but not limited to: off-site streets, bridges
at La Vigne Road and Bowker Road at the All American Canal, sewer
distribution line and lift station, water, regional retention basins, and

storm drain systems, etc.

2. A maintenance and operation of the Regional Retention Basin for drainage

will need to be addressed.

Deévelopers’ comriitmentiin the formafion of CED is needed.

Venezia MND Comments Review and Analysis 3-30-05.doc



IIl.  Drainage Element Issues and Impact

1

Integrate retention basin design with the City’s master plan of retention
basins to accompany the Regional Retention Basin Concept. This will be
maintained by setup of a community facility district.

Prepare a master drainage plan to comply with the City’s current design
standard and criteria.

IV. Sewer Element Issues and Impact

i.

The of-site trunk sewer line and the Regional Pump Station that the
development connects at Bowker Road are not available yet. This
development will need to coordinate with the City’s master plan of sewer
development in order to arrive a proper priority and the schedule of the
availability for both developments. The pump station at Tierrasanta Unit |
is not adequate to accommeodate this development. Additionaily, its force
main to Highway 98 and Meadows Road has not yet been built. The
gravity line at Sapphire Street may not have adequate depth for this
development without a major reconstruction of the Tierrasanta
Subdivision gravity sewer line and the upgrade of the Lift Station

including the force main (FM) line.

Prepare a sewer master plan that is in accordance with the City’s master
sewer plan and to ascertain that the trunk gravity line will be able to
accompany the flow, or to upgrade the Tierrasanta Unit 1 pump station
and its gravity line and the yet to be built force main (FM) to receive the
flows from this development. Submit a sewer feasibility study as part
of the Tentative Map submittal. All costs shall be responsible by this

development.

35
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V.  Water Element Issues and Im pact

I. The City is currently proceeding on the construction phase of its Phase 1]

Venezia MND Comments Review and Analysis 3-30-03.dac 45
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Layout of street pattern should be in compliance with the City’s General
Plan Circulation Element (i.e. Jade Ave. connection as identified in Item 1

il

above).

SeeI-1 whove

Identify other collector streets with the adjacent development layouts such

4.
as the City’s master plan concept that is currently under development.
Calle De Camaro south bound will have to be connected thru to Second
Street at the South.

5. Provide street connection of 75 feet R/W north-south street conmection

at approximately 1,000 feet west of the eastside tract boundary. The City

is currently making the design coordination between these two
developments to comply with the City’s Street Circulation Element.

o - P A T e RAA wgratin Fina + T owen Fuvha
h fﬁpﬂne a ravised lentgtnve N‘ap Wit a8 Ginal resciuvtion

alignment identified above.

<

II.  Traffic Issues and Impact Analysis
This section will be discussed and analyzed by the City Traffic Engineer in a

separate letter report document.

P
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